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THE following trial it is thought, will 
be deemed worthy the attention of the pub- 


lic, not on account of any thing very in- 


tereſting appearing in the detail of it, but 
on account of the nature of the charge 
brought forward againſt a gentleman of cha- 
racter and family; and on account of its 
forming one of the ſeveral proſecutions 
which have been carried on during the 
late aſſizes, againſt perſons of the ſame 
religious perſuaſion with the gentleman 


whole trial is here related. The evidence 
on which this: charge was ſupported, may 


alſo be matter worth attending to. 


INDICTMENT. 


County of Louth, io wit. 
DUNDALK SPRING ASSIZES, 1794. 
On Saturday, April 19th, the following Trial 


came on before the 'Honourable JUSTICE 
(CHAMBERT AIN :— 


The King, THE jurors, &c. ſay 
againſt | and preſent, that Fran- 
Francis Belkw, cis Bellew, of Bar- 
* meath, in the county 


Jof Louth, Eſq; with 
many EF pens -diſpoſed perſons and diſ- 
turbers of the peace of our ſaid Lord the 
King, whole names the jurors aforeſaid are 
ignorant of; on the 31ſt December, 33d King, 
at Drumin, in ſaid county Louth, being 

armed with fire- arms, firelocks, and other 
offenſive weapons, did tumultuouſly, mali- 
cioully and unlawfully riſe, aſſemble and 


appear armed as aforeſaid, to the terror of _ 


his 
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his Majeſty” s ſubjects, to the evil example of 


all others in the like caſe —— againſt 
BR and ſtatute. 


THOMAS MURPHY, the fir/t Wiineſs Pro- 
duced on the Part of the Crown, was examin- 
ed as follows, by MR. MCCARTNEY. 


Q. Do you recollect Chriſtmas, ft 
A. 1 | 


Q. Where did you live at that 852 
A. I lived in Drogheda. 

Q. Were you a Defender? 
A. IT was for about five weeks before that. 

Q. Were you acquainted with any other 
perſons who were defenders ? 

A. I was. 

Q. Do you know a place called Drumin 
in the county of Louth ? 

A. I know a place of that name, the place 
I mean is on the ſea fide, about two miles 
from Drogheda, between that and Ter- 
fecken. 


Were you ever at a meeting of De- 
fenders there ? | 

A. I never was, but I was at a meeting 
of Defenders at the Croſs of Grange, on the 
26th of December, 7 and alſo at Dun- 


GC. 7,4 


. Were the people you met there 
armed ? 

A. Some were and ſome were not. 

Was there a great number? 

A. There were at leaſt a thouſand. 

What did they meet for? 

A. I underſtood their intention was to 
deſtroy the Speaker and the light-horſe that 
were at his houſe, that was my end for, be- 
ing there. 

q Did you ſee a perſon of the name of 

Bellew there ? 
A. I faw a Gentleman EY "He very faſt 
and coming towards the people that were 
aſſembled, I did not ſee from which way 
he came ſome of the people ſaid he was a 
fon of Sir Patrick Bellew. 

Q. Was he armed? 

A. I can't tell, he ſtaid but a very ſhort 
time and it was a very dark night. 

Q. What did he do when he came there? 
A. He told the people that were aſſem- 
bled ; that there was a troop of light-horſe 
coming ; to attack them, that they would be 
cut to pieces if they remained, and defired . 
them to diſperſe. 

Q. Did he join the mob ? 

A. No, he did not ſtay at all, but went 
away immediately, his horſe was in a great 
{weat 
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ſweat, and both he and his horſe appeared 
as if he had rode a great way, and in a 
great hurry. 

Q. Do you ſee: that Gentleman now: in 
court? 

A. I do not know: him by fight, I never 
knew him at all. 

Q. Look round and: ſee. 

A. I know nothing about him; I would 
not know him if I ſaw him, I never knew 


him in my life. 


Q. Did you ever ſee him? 

A. I may have ſeen him once or twice 
walking in the ſtreets of Drogheda. 

& At what hour of the night did: this 
buſineſs: happen? | 
A. It was early in the night, I do not 
know exactly what hour, I left Drogheda 

about three o'clock, the Croſs of Grange is 
about ſeven or eight miles from Drogheda, 
it was before bed-time. 

Q: On what day did it happen ? 

A. It was on the 26th of December, the 
7 after Chriſtmas day. 


Croſs-examined, by MR. DOBBS. 


Q You ſay the horſe which the Gentle- 
man rode, was in a violent ſweat? 
| A. He 


. [£4 1 

A. He was. | 

Q. What colour was he ? 

A. I cannot tell, it was a dark night. 

Q. What ſort of a horſe was he, was he 
very big or very little? 

A. I don't know, I was not near enough 

to ſee, the night was dark. 
Q. Did not you ſay he was in a violent 
ſweat? 

. 

Q: Do you undertake to ſay, you were 
near enough to ſee that he was in a ſweat, 
and yet you cannot tell what ſort of a horſe 
he was, whether very big or very little, 
what was his colour, or any thing at all 
about him? 

A. I cannot tell what ſort of a borſs he 
was, I was not near enough to ſee him. 

Q. What ſort of a perſon was the Gentle- 
man who rode him? - 

A. I cannot tell, it was too dark to fee. 

Q. Was he very big, or very little, was 
he remarkably fat, or very thin ? 

A. I cannot tell, I could not ſee what ſort 
of a man he was. 

. Cannot you deſcribe him at all, was he 
as fat as I am? 

A; He was not. 


KY 


B Q. Then 
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Q. Then your evidence is, that you were 
near enough to ſee that the horſe was in a 
ſweat, and that the perſon riding him as 
well as the horſe, appeared to have come a 
conſiderable way, and in a great hurry, and 
yet you cannot give any kind of deſcription, 


either of the perſon who was riding, or r of 
the horſe he rode? 


A. I could not ſee either of them well 
enough. 


. When did you firſt mention this buſi- 
neſs to any perſon ? 

A. About three or four months ago. 

Q. Then you kept it ſecret for a year, 
how came you not to mention it ſooner ? 

A. Becauſe I was not deſired. 


& Who defired you to tell it when you 
did mention it ? ; 


A. Nobody defared me. 
Q. Did not you ſay this moment, that | 
you did not tell it ſooner, becauſe you were 


not deſired, and no you ſay, that no per- 
ſon ever deſired you to tell it: Sir, you are 


on your oath; and I deſire you on that oath, 


to tell me who deſired you to mention 
this? 


A. Mr. Brabazon deſired me. 

Q. Before whom did you ſwear informa- 
tions? | 
A. Before 


t 

A. Before Mr. Brabazon. 

Q. Were you offered any money or re- 
ward, for ſwearing againſt Mr. Bellew ? 

A. I was not. | 

Q. Were you offered any reward, if you 
ſhould convict him? _ 

A. I was not, I heard nothing of rewards 
except in the newſpaper, 

Q From whom did you hear that re- 
wards were offered there to informers ? 

A. I can read myſelt. 

When you {wore before Mr. Brabazon, 
did you tell him all the particulars that you 
have now mentioned on the table? 

A. I did not, becauſe he did not aſk 
me. N | 


JOHN RUXTON, of Dunleer, fecond Witneſs 
for the Crown, produced and ſworn, exa- 
mined as follows, by MR. SAURIN :— 


Q. Do you recollect the 26th of Decem- 
ber, 1792? | 

A. I do very well. 

Q. Where were you that day ? 

A. I dined and flept at Sir Patrick Bel- 
lew's, at Barmeath. 


Q. Did you ſee Mr. Francis Bellew there? 
B 2 A. I faw 
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A I ſaw him ſeveral times in the day, 


and ſaw him at dinner. 


Q. Do you recolle& any thing of guns 


being cleaned in the houſe that day? 
A. I do; ſome ſhort time before dinner 


I heard ſome ſquibs or ſhots fired in the 


yard; an old ſervant-maid of the houſe 
came to the door of the room 'where I was, 
and ſaid they would frighten Mrs. Donelan 


(who I knew was then in a particular fituati- 


on) out of her life, by their firing; I imme- 
diately went down Rairs to the fervant's 


hall; I ſaw Mr. Francis Bellew coming from 
another out- office towards the hal}, he went 


in to the hall, juſt before me; I. found Sir 


Patrick Bellew's ſportſman, and another ſer- 


vant cleaning guns; I aſked them, (rather 


haſtily) why they would be ſo inconfiderate. 


as to be firing ſhots in the manner they had 
about the houſe, as they knew Mrs. Donelan's 
ſituation, and would frighten her very much; 
they anſwered, they were cleaning and pre- 
paring the guns, having received directi- 
ons from Sir Patrick Bellew fo to do, he be. 
ing determined if attacked not to give up 
his arms, as others had done; Mr. Francis 
Bellew, who was there, ſaid nearly the ſame 
thing; and F heard Sir Patrick Bellew, in 
my Pre ſence in the courſe of that day and 
3 the 
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the evening. frequently ſay, that he, would 
defend himſelf, if he was attacked. 

. Did you ſee any thing done with the 
guns afterwards? 

A. Nothing, except that I ſaw 3 
brought from the ſervants hall into the 
houſe. 

Did Mr. Francis Bellew dine that 
day at Barmeath? 

A. He did. 

Q Do you recolle& whether he quitted 
the room. ſoon after dinner? 

A. He got up from table ſhortly . after 
dinner, and ſtaid away ſome ſhort time, and 
came back and ſaid he heard ſome ſhots 
firing towards Dunleer. 

Did he go out of the room more than 
once? 

A. He wont out two or three times, Raid | 
away but a ſhort time and came back; I had 
curioſity on his mentioning he heard ſhots 
fired, to go once to the door myſelf, and I 
heard ſome ſhots firing. 8 

Did you ſee him at home during the 
greater part of the evening? | 

A. I ſaw him at home generally during 
that evening. 

Q. How far is the croſs of Grange from 
Barmeath, ? 

# A. Including 
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A. Including the avenue from the houfe 
to the gate, I believe it is a little more than 
half a mile. 


& Then a nt could 80 there in a ſhort 
time ? 


A. Certainly. 


Croſs Bubba by MR. WIEETAM 
BELLEW. 


Q. You mentioned that you were at Bar- 
meath on the 26th Devernber, 1792? 

A. I was. 

. Had you ſeen Mr. Francis Bellew ire- 
quently that day? 

A. I had, we had both been out hunting 


in the morning. 


Q. Did you collect from any converſation 
with bim any thing that could induce you 


to ſuppoſe he would Join or ſupport the 
Defenders ? 


A. I did not by any means. 

& You mentioned ſomething concerning 
guns having been cleaned that day in the 
houſe, and that you were told it was done 
by the directions of Sir Patrick Bellew, as 


he was determined to defend himſelf, if at- 


tacked and wiſhed to be prepared ? 
A. I did. 


E 


A. I did. | 

Q. Now do you believe that there was any 
other reaſon for cleaning the guns, and from 
what you have ſeen and heard, do you think 
the reaſon aſſigned to you was the true 
one ? 

A, 1 believe there was no other reaſon, 


and that the anſwer given to me was the 
truth. 


Q Did you hear or fee any thing i in Bay- 
meath, or from Mr. Francis Bellew on that 
day, that could induce you to. believe any 
thing was intended, beyond merely cleaning 
the guns for the purpoſe mentioned ? 

A. Nothing. 

Q. You mentioned that Mr. Francis Bel- 
lew got up from table ſhortly after dinner, 
and was away for a ſhort time ? 


A. I did. 

Q, You have frequently been at Barmeath, 
in the courſe of your profeſſion, and from 
what you know of the general time of dining 
in that houſe, at what hour do you ſuppoſe 
the family went to dinner that day? 

A. I ſhould ſuppoſe from the general hour 
of dining, it was about half paſt fix. 

Did Mr. Francis Bellew remain at 
table until the ladies had quitted the room? 

A. He did, he remained to take two or 


three 
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three glaſſes of wine, after they had quitted 
the room. 
Q. Suppoling it to be about half paſt ſix 
when the family ſat down to dinner, from 
your knowledge of the time which in that 


houſe is uſually ſpent at dinner, what hour 
do you ſuppoſe it to be, when . ; one 


quitted the room? 
A. I ſhould 6: it to, bs about half 


paſt el ight. 


From what you Le from having 


ſometimes dined at Barmeath, was it uſual 
with Mr. Francis Bellew to fit as long at 


table after dinner, as the reſt of the family? 
A. He uſually got up from table-after 


drinking two or three glaſſes of wine, after 


the ladies left the room: 
Q. You mentioned-that he went out of the 
room and returned again two or three times, 


did he when he returned n as * he had 
Deen riding? | 


A. Not At all. n 
& Had he Marge his dreſs or it on 


boots? — 


40 No, he had dreſſed as uſual for din- 
ner, had put on ſhoes, and when he had re- 


turned after having left the room, was in his 
Thoes and ſtockings, and in Oy La 
nn as whilſt at Far FONG. 


. You 5 
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Lou ſay he was but a ſhort time 
away, before he returned to the room, and 


ſaid he heard ſhots firing? 


A. He was away but a ſhort time. 
Q. Was it not in the middle of winter, 


and the roads probably:pretty dirty ? 


A. It was on the 26th of December. 
Q. Do you think if he had been out rid- 


ing in his ſhoes and ſtockings or otherwiſe, 


you would not from ſome mark or appear- 


ance about his dreſs or perſon, have * 
ed it? 


A. I think I ſhould, and from every thing 
I ſaw, I have not any idea that he had been 
riding. 


. You mentioned that it was ſomething 


more than half a mile from the Croſs of | 
Grange to the houſe of Barmeath now, it 


he had rode that diſtance as faſt as he poſ- 


ſibly could, do you think, at the time of the 
year it then was, it would put himſelf and 
his horſe in a violent ſweat, or make them 


appear as deſcribed by the witneſs who has 


juſt been examined? 


A. I don't think it is pollible it ſhould. 


q Do you know whether Sir Patrick 
Bellew had any particular reaſon to appre- 
hend an attack on the day you are ſpeaking 


of, or any reaſon to induce him to prepare 


C for 


day ? 
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for 'a defence on he day, more than * | 


. other ? 


A. I do; whine I was at the houſe 1 
of the Defenders came to the gate to aſk for 


the arms; they ſaid, they wiſhed to have 


them peaceably and without alarming the 
family, and that for that reaſon, three or 


four of them had been ſent on by the others 


to aſk for them, but if they were not given 


freely, they muſt have them by force, and 


that there was a large body of Defenders 
from whom they had been ſent, waiting for 
an anſwer at a little diſtance. 

G. Did you hear what anſwer Was 


given? 
A. I heard that Mr. Francis Bellew told 


them they could not get them, and that if 


they inſiſted and attempted force, the family 
would defend - themſelves, and I heard that 
Sir Patrick Bellew had directed the ſame 


anſwer to be given. 
Q. Do you: recolle& to have Nerd that 


any other perſon of the family had any 
converſation with the Defenders on that 


A. I heard that you had a converſa- 
tion with ſome of the Defenders at the gate 
of the houſe, I was there myſelf, when a 


man armed, and on horſeback, came by the 


3 gate 
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gate of Barmeath, and heard you ſpeak to 
him, and remonſtrate with him on the im- 
propriety of the conduct of the Defenders, 
urging them to ſtay quietly at home, and 
avoid meeting together, and tell them if 
they did ſo, they would not be hurt. 

Q. Did you ever hear of any aſſociation 
having been formed by the family of Bar- 
meath, a little after the lime you are [peak- 
ing of [Here, the Court, interrupted Mr. 
William Bellew, ſaying that he mull ſee, that 
kind of queſtion was not neceſſary, as to the 
fact at 1fſue]—Mr. Bellew replied, that he 
felt very well that it was not, and that he 
alſo felt, that if an acquittal was his object, 
it was totally unneceſſary for him to have 
aſked a ſingle queſtion, but that he truſted 
that every perſon preſent would feel, that 
an acquittal was the leaſt part of what he 
had in view; that he felt ſtrongly on ſeeing 
ſuch a proſecution inſtituted, and wihed to 
ſhew, that the uniform exertions of his 
whole family had, ſo far from tending to 
promote ſedition, been of a tendency direct. 
ly contrary—and was deſirous that it ſhould 
appear publicly in the face of the county, 
what kind of proſecution this was ; that un- 
der theſe circumſiances, he truſted he ſhould 
meet indulgence, and that the Court would 

1 allow 


13 
allow him a latitude of examination, which 
in common caſes N would not be juſ- 
. 
r. JUSTICE CHAMBERLAIN acquel. 
a and ſaid he would not ſtop him. 

The queſtion was then repeated, and the 

witneſs anſwered, I did. | 

Q. Do you conceive that that aſſociation 
was of a nature to diſturb the peace, or was 
it intended to ſupport it ? 

A. IT underſtood it was intended to ſup- 
port the peace and bring offenders to Panik 
ment. 

Q. Do you know of any ſh having 
been taken up by this affociation ? 

A. I do. 

Q Do you know of any perſons having 
been brought by them before a magiſtrate ? ' 
A. TI do, I once met Mr. Francis Bellew 
with ſome of the aſſociation conducting a 
perſon whom they had "mn to a magiſ- 
trate. 

. Did you ever hear of any perſons 
takin by this aſſociation, having been com- 
mitted by the magiſtrate and afterwards | 
proſecuted ? Re the MAbs | 

A. I have. 


Q. Did you ever hear of any ſuch e 
having been convicted? 


A. I did, 
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A. I did, I believe there were three 


taken by that aſſociation, proſecuted and 
convicted at the laſt Spring aſſizes for this 
county, and fince hung. | 

Q. Now Sir, you have in the courſe of 
your profeſſion heen frequently at Barmeath, 
and I aſk you, whether from every thing 
you ſaw or heard there at any time, and 
particularly on the day of which you. are 
now ſpeaking, and from any thing you ever 
ſaw or heard from the gentleman now on 
his trial, you had any reaſon to believe that 
either he or any of his family were likely to 
abet or ſupport the Defenders ? 

A. None Sir, but on the contrary every 
reaſon to make me helieve the reverſe. 

Q. From every circumſtance you have 
heard from the witneſs who has been Juſt ex- 
amined, and from every thing you ſaw, heard 
or know, do you think it poſſible the gentle- 
man now on his trial can have been the per- 
ſon deſcribed by the fame witneſs to have 
met the Defenders at the Croſs of Grange ? 

A. Jam very clear, from having been at 
Barmeath that day, and from what I ſaw. 
that he cannot be the perſon. 


This examination being finiſned, the 
Counſel for the Crown ſaid, they had no 
other witneſs to produce. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Do Bs then on behalf of the tra- 
verſer, declared he hardly knew what he 
ought to ſay, after ſuch a proſecution, ac- 


quital was out of the tqueſtion, for convic- 


tion was impoſſible. But in ſuch a bulineſs 
it was neceſſary to ſay ſomething, that might 
go along with that acquittal, to ſatisfy the 
public of the innocence of the young gentle- 
man accuſed, whoſe propriety of conduct, 
and amiableneſs of manners, had never be- 


fore been queſtioned. 


Mr. DoB Bs ſaid that in a bulinefs of fuch 
a nature, it was not eaſy to ſeparate the con- 
fideration of it from the ſituation and diſ- 


poſition of the family to which the traverſer 


belonged : Sir Patrick Bellew, his father, 
was, in point of rank, fortune, and reſpecta- 
bility, one of the firſt in the liſt of Iriſh Ro- 
man Catholics; to ſuppoſe that ſuch a man, 
either in his own perſon, or through the 
medium of his ſon, ſhould encourage the De- 
fenders, was out of all line of probability. 
What other termination of the ſucceſs. of 
ſuch a body could he look for, than that 
which had taken place in a neighbouring 
country? Had it been the intereſt of Roman 
Catholics in France of the deſcription of Sir 

Patrick 
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Patrick Bellew, to encourage tumult and riot? 
as it was there, ſo would it have been here; 
and rank, property, reſpectability, no mat- 
ter what the religion of the owner might 
be, would have been the ſignal of deftruc- 
tion, whilft thoſe who poſſeſſed them, muft 
either have abandoned their country, or 
periſhed in the field, or on the /caffo/d. But, 
ſaid Mr. Dobbs, the ſentiments of Sir Patrick 
Bellew and his family, do not depend on 
probahility, they are known from their poſi- 
tive conduct: that they might from their 
ſituation have taken a lead in the late Ca- 
tholic convention which aſſembled in Dub- 
lin, cannot be denied; knowing however that 
ſuch a meeting was contrary to the wiſhes 
of government, they did ail they could to 
prevent that mode of applying for the juſt 
rights of Catholics, though equally anxious 
with the reſt of their brethren, that ſuch 
rights ſhould be obtained. Had riot been 
their object, and had they ſought to be at 
the head of the Defenders, will any man be- 
lieve that ſuch would have been their con- 
duct; to be the leader of any body of peo- 
ple, all their wiſhes muſt be acceded to; and 
the loſs of popularity, with the maſs of 
the hower orders of Catholics, of Whom the 
Vefenders were compoſed, was the inevitable 

confequence 
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conſequence of oppoſing ſo favourite a mea- 
lure as that of the election of delegates. 
Mr. DoBBS ſaid there was if poſſible a 
ſtronger point of view, in which their con- 
duct was to be placed; it had appeared this 
day in evidence, that Sir Patrick Bellew 
and his family, had about the time in queſ- 
tion formed an armed aſſociation, compoſed 
of themſelves and the neighbouring tenants, 
or order to ſupport government, and to bring 
to juſtice all offenders againſt the laws; 
many perſons had in conſequence thereof, 
been taken by them, brought before different 


magiſtrates, and three of them had been 


tried, convicted and executed; this ſpeaks 
ſtronger than a thouſand arguments, that 
every tumultuous proceeding in the county, 
was againſt the wiſh of that truly reſpect- 
able family. 

Mr. Dog BS faid, from the. teſtimony 
which had been given on the table, it ap- 
peared to him extraordinary, that ſuch a 
trial had ever taken place; how ſuch an un- 
founded proſecution had ariſen was not 
eaſily to be accounted for; he ſaid that he 
would not ſuppoſe {that any man or men of 
. conſequence or influence could have been 
the inſtigators of it; and he concluded with 
| faying, that he felt himſelf warranted in de- 


claring, 
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claring, in the face of the county, that 
wherever it originated, it was one of the 
moſt ſcandalous and unjuſtifiable accuſa- 
tions that had ever come before a public 
tribunal. 


Mr. WILLIAM BELLEW on the ſame 
fide obſerved, that in a caſe like the preſent, 
he would conſider it a diſgrace to the gen- 
tleman accuſed, to be obliged to call a fingle 
witneſs in defence of his conduct; that there- 


fore, they would go into no evidence on his 
behalf. 


Mr. SAURIN on behalf of the Crown, 
then roſe and ſaid that he hoped no ſuch im- 
preſſion as that which what had fallen from 
Mr. Dobbs naturally tended to produce would 
prevail againſt the government of the coun- 
try, or thoſe acting on their behalf in this 
buſineſs. That the government of this king- 
dom in attending to its peace, and taking 
the ſteps neceſſary to preſerve it, know no 
diſtinction of rich or poor. That riot and 
ſedition had unfortunately for ſome time 
prevailed in the county of Louth, and ſome 
other neighbouring gounties. That the go- 
vernment of the kingdom had ſent down its 
cers to proſecute the offenders; that they 
found an accuſation againſt a ſon of Sir Pa- 
325 es trick 
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trick Bellew's, and that they merely as their 
ro pointed out, 'todk up and attended to 
that accuſation, which they found prepared 
when they came to the afſizes. That as with 


reſpeCt to Sir Patrick Bellew, he was known 
tobe a man of property, and of reſpectabili- 


ty in the county in which he lived; and that 


he underſtood he and his family ſtood very 
reſpectably with the government of this 
kingdom. That as to the prefent proſecuti- 
on, fince the time it had heen before thoſe 
who act for the Crown, he ſhould only ſay, 
that they bad not been very anxious to bring 
it forward; and that the matter being now 


| before the Court, Was a circumſtance 1 in fat 


much more owing to the exertions and ſoli- 
citations of the family of the gentleman ac- 
cuſed, than to any deſire of thoſe acting for 
the Crown to bring it forward; that nothing 
violent or oppreſſive! had been done by them 
in carrying on the buſineſs; on the contrary, 


that the ſecond witneſs produced by the 


Crown had been examined at thie requeſt of 
thoſe acting for the gentleman accuſed, in 
order to afford an opportunity to them of 


croſs-examining him. Thit under theſe cir- 


cumſtances he truſted, that no inputation 


| could he at the door of thoſe acting for the 
government of the kingdom, for the part 


they 
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they had taken in this buſineſs, That as to 
the queſtion at iſſue, he would not heſitate to 
ſay, that from what had appeared, he was 
ſatisfied in his own mind that the gentle- 
man accuſed was perfectly innocent; and 
that the perſon deſcribed by the firſt witneſs 
cannot have been he, but muſt be ſome other 
perſon. 


Mr. WILLIAM BELLEW ſaid that after 
what had fallen from Mr. Saurin, he thought 
it neceſfary to ſay, that no idea ever exiſt- 
ed in his mind or in the minds of the family 
of the gentleman accuſed, unfavourable to 
the government of the kingdom, or thoſe. 
acting on their behalf, for the part they had 
taken in the preſent buſineſs: that on the 
contrary as far as they were concerned, he 
had nothing to ſtate but his public acknow- 
ledement, bor a conduct marked through- 
out with the utmoſt politeneſs, candour, and 
fairneſs ; but that in ſaying this much, he 
begged to be underfiood as ſpeaking of thoſe 
who acted on behalf of the government of the 
kingdom. 


Mr. JUSTICE CHAMBERLAIN then told 
the jury, that the preſent proſecution was 
the maſt unfounded and unſupported of any 
that had ever appeared. That there was not 

| D 2 gatittle 
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a tittle of evidence to ſupport it ; that on the 
contrary the very evidence produced by the 
Crown, proved the very reverſe of the charge 
brought forward. 


The jury without a moment's helitation 


or ſtirring from their ſeats, inſtantly pro- 


nounced a verdict of NOT GUILTY. 


Counſel for the Crown, 


Meſſrs. M'CARTNEY, SAURIN, DAWSON, 
and RUXTON. 


Agent, R. JOHNSON. 


For the Traverſer, 


Meſſrs. DoB BS and WILLIAM BEL LEW. | 


Agent, JAMES METCALF. 
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It may be proper to obſerve, that a bill 
of indictment againſt Mr. Francis Bellew, 
for this ſuppoſed riot, was found by the 
Grand Jury at Dundalk, on Thurſday the 
20th March laft; that on the enſuing morn- 
ing it was quaſhed on the motion of Mr. 
Attorney General, for informality, (it was 
ſent up without being ſnewn to him or 


„ 
any of the Crown Lawyers) a freſh bill 
properly drawn, was ſent up on the former 
being quaſhed, there were two days of the 
aſſizes till remaining, yet the Grand Jury 
neither found or ignored the ſecond bill, 
though it was grounded on the ſame infor- | 
mation, and preciſely the ſame evidence as 
that which they had found on the day be- 
fore. There was an adjournment of the 
aſſizes from Saturday the 22d of March, to 
Friday the 18th of April, and on the latter 
day they found the bill. On Thurſday the 
20th of March, the day on which the firſt 
bill was found, (ſubſequent however to the 
time of finding it) Murphy who had ſworn 
the examination, and on whole teſtimony the 
charge was grounded, had been examined as 
a witneſs on a trial then at hearing; and 
four reſpectable perſons had diſcredited his 
teſtimony, by ſwearing that they knev/ him 
well, that he was an infamous man, and one 
whoſe general character was that of a per- 
ſon not intitled to credit on his oath in a 
Court of Juſtice. It may alſo be neceſſary to 
obſerve, that it 1s true the Counſel for the 
Crown, after hearing Murphy's evidence on 
the trial of Mr. Francis Bellew, did not ſeem 
to wiſh to go any farther, or to examine 


Mr. Ruxton. However it was ſtated to 
ian them 


L 30 
them on behalf of the gentleman accuſed, 
that he requeſted he might be examin- 
ed,. as he and thoſe concerned for him 
wiſhed that nothing ſhould be kept back, 
and that Mr. Ruxton had been ſummon- 
ed by the Crown, on the day the firſt bill 
of indictraent was found: and that on the 
day before this trial came on, the agent 
for the proſecution had ſignified his in- 
tention of applying to have the trial put off 
on account of his ablence, confidering him 
of conſequence as a material witneſs. That 
under theſe circumſtances as he was then 
preſent, it was hoped he would not be kept 
back, but that whatever he could ſay would 
be ſuffered to appear. The Counſel for the 
Crown then acquieſced, and he was examin- 
ed as above-mentioned. It is alſo true, that 


from the time the fir/t bill 0 Y indietment was 
found, every exertion was uſed 


by the family 
of the gentleman accuſed, to bring the mat- 
ter to a public trial, as jt never could ac- 
cord with their feelings, that ſuch an ac- 
euſation when once publicly brought for- 
ward ſhould be ſtifled and paſſed over in 
Gilence; but the finding of the firſt bill of 


indiciment, was without any interference of 


that family, or any wiſh expreſſed by them 
oon the ſubject; indeed, it was the firſt 


intimation 


1 


intimation they were ſuppoſed to have had 
that any accuſation exiſted againſt the 
gentleman in queſtion. 


All comment on the above trial is pur- 
poſely declined in this place, the object be- 
ing to lay the facts before the public as they 
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